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ABSTRACT

The prospects for driving endoergic reactions of
simple, relatively abundant, organic chemicals by photo-
chemical means have been examined. Photoisomerization
reactions which have some potential for storage of solar
energy as latent heat In kinetically stable products are
surveyed. Emphasis is placed on methods for the photo-
sensitization of storage chemicals to visible light.
Mechanisms include excited state co.nplexation of isomeri-
zable substrates through electron donor-acceptor attrac-
tion and conventional energy transfer photosensitization.
Efficient isomerization of a norbornadiene derivative
using the latter technique and photosensitizers absorbing
past 500 nm Is described. Factors controlling the effici-
ency of endothermic triplet energy transfer are outl ined. / hc~~
The concept of “thermal upconversIon” of the excitation ~~ 

OZ2 F~~.

energies of visible absorbing sensitizers is introduced, I ~~~ ~~~~

Including a demonstration of Improved quantum efficiency /
as a function of temperature for an isomerization which 1
utilizes a very low energy sensitizer. 
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INTRODUCTION

Interest in solar energy conversion has expanded
rapidly In recent years due In part to the recognition
that use of solar power represents a sensible match be-
tween energy supply and demand. The wide distribution
and low energy density of sunlight are especially well
suited for a host of applications with low power require—
ments and little economy of scale (1). It is widely
appreciated, nonetheless, that the success of solar
devices will depend on the development of energy storage
capability. Much research effort is now directed to
methods of storage of solar energy as latent heat (2).
Use of phase change materials (e.g., eutectic salts) (3)
has received most attention and is most advanced; thenno—
chemical methods have been proposed (4).

Photochemical latent heat storage has been the sub-
Sect of several recent reviews (5-8). The proposed energy
storage scheme involves a closed cycle of reactants

H _ _

which is light driven in one direction and releases energy
In the reverse. Selection of A and B depends on the
following general criteria. (1) A must absorb or be
sensitized to atmospherically filtered sunlight. The most
important, high energy portion of the solar insolation
spectrum (fig. 1) is 300 - 700 nm, including most of the
visibl e region. (2) To insure that photochemistry pro-
ceeds in one direction, B should not absorb solar inten-
sity or be involved in energy transfer with a sensitizer.
(3) The quantum efficiency Of photoreaction A -

~ B must
be near unity. (4) Thermal reaction (B -‘ A) should have
a large negative enthalpy. (5) Photoproduct B should be
kinetically stable (i.e., revert to A negligibly at
ambient temperatures). Ideally a catalyst can induce back
reaction at a controllable rate and temperature. (5)
Chemical components must survive a large number of energy
storage and reversion cycles. Chemicals, A - B, must be

LA ~~~~~~~~~~ _ _ _ _ _ _  _ _ _ _ _
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inexpensive, available in large quantity, readily handled
and relatively non-toxic.

• Advantages of a photochemical heat storage system
are readily identified. Many light driven reactions have
large energy storage capacities. Storage of energy is
possible at low collector temperatures and on cloudy days

- ‘ (efficient use of shorter wavelengths). Compared to other
solar-thermal transducers, the photochemica l system will
have lower requirements for collector size, storage area,
and insulation (9). Heat can be retrieved (through back
reaction of B) at relatively high temperatures (even above
that of the collector).

Selected organic photochemical reactions meet a
-
. number of the criteria for latent heat storage. Simple

unimolecular rearrangement reactions, or photoisomeri-
zations, are most attractive. Many of these rearrange-
ments, particularly valence isomerizations, have large
storage enthalpies and involve relatively low molecular
weight materials. A number of the potential photoiso-
merization substrates are liquids of moderate volatility
which can be readily circulated and stored. The simple
inexpensive engineering of flat plate solar collectors
(1,2) and storage heat exchangers could be readily
adapted for use with these photochemical working fluids.

Four isomerization pairs are shown with structures
1 - 8, part of a large family of Isomerizations related
to the interconversion of norbornadiene (1) and quadri-
cyclane (2). Data for these examples are shown In Table I
including quantum efficiencies for the photochemical step,
storage enthalpies , and thermal stabilities . The ability
of these systems to store impressive amounts of chemical
potential energy in relatively “stable” molecules is well
known. The thermodynamic instability of quadricyclane• photoproducts is understood in terms of bond angle strain
introduced when small (three or four membered) rings are
formed (15). The kinetic stability of photoisomers is
possible (back reaction is slowed) due to a high potential
barrier which separates the isomers which is imposed by
orbital topology factors (16). The rates of back reaction
can be modified using a variety of transition metal cata-
lysts which provide low energy pathways for thermal
rearrangement, a general result for small ring organic
systems (17).
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As shown in Figure 2 for a hypothetical reversible
photoisomerization, the combination of thermodynamic
instability (large ~H) and kinetic stability (large aIlf)presents something of a dilemna . As longer wavelengths
of light are used and increasing amounts of chemical
potential energy are stored, excited states with reduced
driving force are required to mount a barrier in the
ground state surface of increasing size, in order to reach
photoisomer. Al though the severity of this complication
is not yet known (vide infra) it seems prudent to project
that 700 nm will be a boundary for wavelengths of solar
emission useful for photoisoinerization, -~r storage capa-city and energy retention are to remain high. The organic
Isomerization systems provide an interesting contrast with
inorganic electron transfer reactions (18) which in
principle allow use of longer wavelengths but with

• severely reduced storage capability (low barrier to back
electron transfer). The molecular inorganic system,
NOC1 + NO + ½C12, is another photochemical latent heat
storage system for which the back reaction is spontaneous
at ambient temperatures (19).

Progress ‘made in the last several years in the assess-
ment of photon energy storage properties of organic iso-
merizations can be suninarized as follows.

(1) A number of reactions or reaction types which
have some promise for photon energy storage have been
identified and quantitatively studied (5, 20-24).

• (2) The norbornadiene system (1 + 2) has been
studied in detail , including extension of the threshold
wavelength for efficient isomerization past 400 nm (using
organic photosensitizers) (10).

(3) Metal ions or transition metal complexes have
been used to drive reaction of 1 and the mechanisms of
this new mode of photosensitization have been explored

— (25,26).

• (4) The secondary chemical components of a solar
photo-thermal system involving 1 -‘. 2 have been developed.
A novel feature of this demonstration unit Is the use of
polymer supports to anchor organic photosensitlzers (10)
and transition metal catalysts (for back reaction) (27,28).
The deployment of these components in a photocheinical solar
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conversion device is shown in Scheme 1.

(5) The penultimate intermediates in energy storing
photoisomerizations have been proposed in several
mechanistic studies (21,29,30). Thus formation and
partitioning of biradicals are expected to ultimately con-
trol the quantum efficiencies of most potentially useful• organic photoreactions (vide infra).

(6) The comparative economics of a photochemical
latent heat storage system has been assessed with parti-
cular reference to the storage capacity, service life and
cost of the primary storage chemical (9).

(7) New developments in photocalorimetry techniques
have provided a ready means for measuring latent heat
storage capacities (31).

Photochemical latent heat storage of solar energy Is
far from demonstrated utility . It is important to note
what performance features of an eventual solar photo-
thermal unit remain in doubt. Practicability does not
appear to rest with the storage capacity of (organic)
photoreactions or with other intrinsic chemical l imita-
tions. Systems with unidirectional , high yield photo-
chemistry, large storage enthalpies , and kinetic stability
in photoproducts are readily found. The more illusive
performance objectives are the extension of the wave-
length threshold for photochemical use of solar radiation,
demonstration of the durability of working chemical com-
ponents, and development of systems within rather -strict
limitations on the cost of chemicals and hardware. - 

-•

The follow4’in passages include recent photochemical
results directe~ o meeting the first of the following
objectives which •~~ consider of highest priority: (1) the

• development of photosensitization mechanisms which allow
use of very low energy photons in driving photoisomeri-
zations (extension of the solar threshold to at least
600 nm); (2) the identification of inexpensive primary
chemicals (isomerization substrates) which have the re-
qutred thermochemical properties and are compatible with
developing photosensitization techniques; (3) continued
matching or tailoring of photosensitizers and catalysts
with the storage medium to insure the efficiency of light
harvesting and recycling; (4) demonstration of the

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ - - - - • •-- -- •~~~~~~~~~~ -~~~~~~~~~~ -—— ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
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resistance of a system to fatique (a proper order of
magnitude = 100 photo-thermal cycles).

PHOTOSENSITIZATION INVOLVING EXCIPLEXES

• The unit of merit for storage of solar energy as
latent heat is 106 kJ. This figure somewhat more than
accounts for the daily heating load in winter for an
average dwelling in a moderately cold climate in the
U.S. (2). Assuming a capacity for a storage chemical of
100 kJ (about 20 kcal )/mol and 10 mol/kg, a material re-
quirement for reversible storage of 106 kJ of 1000 kg is
readily calculated . If the cost of a storage raw material
i-s to stay below a recommended (3) $2,000, (a three-year
lifetime for the storage medium , probably 2-300 latent
heating cycles), then the cost of the primary chemical
should be no more than $2/kg or something less than $1/lb.

These cost figures place rather severe l imitations
on the eventual choice of an economically competitive

• storage chemical . If storage capacity per unit weight
is to remain high and the cost of synthetic modification
of bas ic industrial raw materials held to a minimum, then
the choice of chemicals for use on a large scale rests
with a relatively small number of abundant photochemically
active materials. Since it is not in general possible to
incorporate elaborate light harvesting chromophores in
isoinerization substrates, photosensitization must be
employed.

Several inexpensive industrial chemicals have been
suggested (6,7) as candidates for relatively large scale
photochemical latent heat storage including dicyclopenta-
diene (9) and 1 ,5-cyclooctadiene (ii) whose isomerizations
are shown below. The list may include a number of
norbornadienes (especially 1 and 5) whose large scale
manufacture should be straightforward.

The classical mechanisms of sensitization in solution
photochemistry involve bimolecular encounters of light-
capturing agent and reactant leading to either energy
transfer or electron transfer. An important rendition of
the latter is exciplex formation, the bindin g of sensi-
tizer and substrate as an electron donor-acceptor pair.
Excited complexes, which depend for their existence on

-

~

-- • - ~~~~~~~~~~ • • ~~~~~~~~~~~~~ •
•

~~~~
•
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• the powerful redox properties of excited states, have been
implicated in a host of photoreactions in a variety of
spectroscopic and photokinetic studies (32,33).

A number of rearrangements that qualify as exciplex
isomerizations have been identified (34-39). Importantly
these photoisomerizations are induced by electron donor—

- • 
acceptor complexation of a light absorbing agent with a
substrate for which low lying excited states do not exist

- or are not deployed. In a recent publication (7) we de-
scribe the application of this principle to the activation
of a number of photoisomerizable non-conjugated dienes

• which have energy storage potential . The mechanism pro-
posed for exciplex isomerization is shown in Scheme 2.

• The induction of isomerization may be viewed as a template
effect resulting from electronic polarization by the

• excited sensitizer. Exciplex decay leading to photoisotner
is thought possible since either electron loss or electron - -

• gain in the diene portion of the exciplex leads to trans-
annular bonding (40).
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In our study a number of hydrocarbon dienes with
relatively low ionization potentials were paired with
aromatic photosensitizers. The electron donor dienes
were shown to quench the fluorescence of the electron
acceptor aromatics at variable rates which depended on
sensitizer and substrate ability to accept and donate
electrons. The falloff of quenching rate shown in
Figure 3 is consistent with the thermodynamics of elec-
tron transfer in an encounter complex (41). Independent
evidence that exciplexes are formed between dienes and
sensitizers came from the observation of weak, long wave-
length exciplex emission in non-polar solvents. Unfor-
tunately, in this series exciplex decay did not lead to
photoisomers. A competing reaction between photosensi-
tizers and substrates (cycloaddition) was identified and• shown to have a relatively high quantum efficiency.

The opposite regime of electron donor-acceptor inter-
action was also examined (7). Acceptor norbornadiene 5
was paired with fluorescent donor sensitizers which dis-
played a range, of redox and absorption properties. In
this series, two sensitizers were found effective.
Irradiation (290 - 340 nm) of 2-methoxynaphthalene or
2,6-dimethoxynapthalene in the presence of 5 gave 8 with g
a limiting - quantum efficiency of 0.3. The dependence of
quantum yield on quencher concentration revealed that
naphthalene singlets were responsible for isomerizatlon.
Emission-reabsorption -and Forster energy transfer ,necha-
nisms were ruled out.

• This example of redox sensitization (42) via exci-
plexes for an energy storing isomerization (s + 6) is
potentially extendable and may be related tc the metal or
metal complex sensitization mechanism (25,26). However,
the improvement in spectral sensitivity of 5 in combina-
tion with the donor naphthalenes is not significant and
the redox sensitizers which absorb at longer wavelengths
led to unproductive exciplex decay. We are encouraged
nevertheless that all desirable substrates appeared to
form excited complexes with sensitizers having a range of
absorption properties. Two features of the exciplex

• mechanism for diene isomerization should be kept In mind
in designing new systems. (1) Reactive positions in
sensitizer may promote exciplex cycloaddition at the ex-
pense of exciplex Isomerization. (2) Appreciable overlap
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of orbitals in non—conjugated dienes (more pronounced in
• - 5 than In 9 or ii) may be required for nascent trans-

annular bonding within the lifetime of exciplexes.

PHOTOSENSITIZATION INVOLVING TRIPLET ENERGY TRANSFER

In the earliest studies of photoisomerization of the
- parent norbornadiene system, 1 2, sensitization via
energy transfer was employed (43). The classical mecha-
nism shown in Scheme 3 involves excitation of a sensi-
tizer (s) which absorbs in a useful region and produces
triplet excited states in high yield. Sensitizer -

triplets, if sufficiently energetic, transfer excitation
- 
energy to quencher molecules (Q) which lead to product (P)
usually by way of a photochemical intermediate (I). The
quantum efficiency for formation of a triplet derived
product is substantially improved if Q is a relatively
poor absorber and/or if the yield of Q triplets on direct
irradiation is low.

Using a conventional steady state kinetics technique
and making several relatively safe assumptions about
processes which are not likely to be competitive for room
temperature fluid solutions, an expression for the iso—
merization quantum yield is derived.

k (Q)
= , PIsom isc i k [Q]+ k

q d

where

• •1 • sensitizer triplet yield (intersystem crossing
Sc efficiency)

P1 — partitioning factor for intermediate I
k
q 

— rate constant for energy transfer
kd — rate constant for sensitizer triplet decay
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Inversion of this expression results in a function linear
In reciprocal quantum yield and reciprocal quencher con-
centration, with an intercept to slope ratio relating
bimolecular and unimolecular components of triplet decay
(and triplet lifetime in the absence of quencher, r0).

= 
1 

+ 
kd

isom Pi+isc Pi$isckq[Q]

I k
— 

_~~~ 
= kq~t~

s kd

A concentration plot for isomerization 5 # 6 using
two sensitizers with different triplet energies is shown
in Figure 4. The almost negligible dependence on [s] for
the high energy sensitizer, benzophenone, is consistent
with a high rate of energy transfer quenching (near the
diffusion limit). The more pronounced sensitivity for
camphorquinone sensitized isomerization reflects a re-
duced quenching rate constant, no doubt the result of a
lower sensitizer triplet energy. Other data shown in
Table 3 confirm the dependence on sensitizer triplet

- 

I level. Sensitizers with excitation energies 53 kcal/mol
and greater are sufficiently energetic to drive the
reaction at low concentrations of quencher whereas less
robust excited triplets require high concentrations of 5
for efficient reaction. It is important to note that
camphorquinone and acridine orange are effective sensi-
tizers for isomerization of S at high substrate concen-
tration. The absorption of these sensitizers just past
500 nm extends significantly the threshold of photo-
activity well into the visible. With this system, 17% of
the total solar energy spectrum is absorbed and about 20%

- - 
of absorbed energy is stored. Indeed the low energy• sensitizers bring about rapid conversion of S to 6 In sun-
light In small scale experiments.

The norbornadienes constitute an interesting struc-
tin-a - reactivity series for photoisomerization utilizing
photons of minimal energy. Previous studies have shown
that efficient reaction of 1 and 3 requires sensitizer
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triplet energies of 65 (10) and 58 (12) kcaI/mol, res-
pectively. From the data above, a minimum triplet energy
of about 50 kcal/mol for isoinerization of diester deri-
vative 5 is indicated. Corresponding minimum singlet
energies and absorption thresholds for 1, 3, - and 5 would
be about 70 (400), 63 (450), and 55 kcal/mol (520 nm).

Are these triplet energy minima insurmountable
barriers to the use of longer wavelength light? We think
not based on our analysis of the important parameters
controlling energy transfer efficiency. Where energy
transfer from sensitizer triplets to substrate Is endo-
ergic, the quantum yield of sensitized isomerizatlon is
sharply dependent not only on sensitizer triplet life- - •

time and quencher concentration as shown above but also
on the temperature -of the medium. Large temperature
dependences of the rate of endoergic triplet energy trans-
fer have been observed for several systems (44-45). We
have used relationships- developed in the pioneering energy
transfer study of Sandros (44) to express the quantum
yield of sensitized isomertzation as a function Of tem-
perature as follows. -

- -E /RT -aE /RT
e Q— , P _____________________Isom isc i

Adfe e [Q]+A de

where
Adf,Edf — Arrhenius parameters for diffusion rate

constant
Ad;Ed — Arrhenlus parameters for sensitizer triplet

decay
• Sensitizer - quencher triplet energy
difference

The results of a model study clearly reveal the
salutary effect of higher temperatures on photoisomeri-
zation efficiency. Parameters were chosen as shown below

- 
- defining a system with a rate constant for diffusive

encounter of sensitizer triplets and substrate of

_ _ _ _  ~~~•--~~~— - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _
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1010N 1 sec 1, a triplet lifetime of lO 5sec (both at
250), a quencher concentration of 1 14, a sensitizer inter—
system crossing efficiency of 1.0, and an intermediate
(biradical ) partitioning constant (limiting quantum yield)
of 0.7 (that found for s).

Adf = 101214 1sec 1 Edf = 3 kcal/mol

Ad = lO7sec 1 Ed 
= 3 kcal/mol

The parameters are similar to those found for rates of
diffusion and triplet decay (47) for relevant sys-
teins. The temperature independence of •isc and P~ is 

-

assumed, the latter substantiated by recent findings (29)
concerning the internal cycloaddition of an enone triplet.
Calculated isomerization quantum yields for three sensi-
tizer triplet deficiencies (7-9 kcal/mol) for a 150° tem-

• 
perature range are shown in Figure 5.

The enhancements In quantum efficiency at elevated
temperatures (up to 25X) for sensitized isomerization of
the model system are impressive. We have sought to con-
firm this improvement in performance with reference to
the system 5 -‘ 6. A sensitizer, benzanthrone, ~~s chosen
whose triplet energy(E1 = 46 kcal/mol from emission (49)
and energy transfer (49)measurements) falls well below
that of 5 (Er ‘

~~ 53 kcal/mol according to the camphor-
quinone and acridine orange sensitization results).
Quantum yield data for four concentrations and three
temperatures are shown in Figure 6. The combined effects

- 
I of temperature and concentration amount to enhancement

of quantum efficiency of ~. 50X (.005 -~ .21). We are pre-
sently extending the study to higher temperatures In order
to show that this reaction which stores an enormous frac-
tion of excitation energy (19/46 - .42) can proceed with
high quantum efficiency.

The possibility of making .up excited state energy
deficiency with thermal energy (as-much as 10 kcal/inol)
is most attractive. If the “thermal upconversion° of
triplets is translated Into absorption thresholds (sing-

• let energies), the use of, for example, 610 nm light
(47 kcal/Einstein) to drive a reaction normally considered
to require 510 nm light (57 kcal/Einstein) is readily
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Figure 5. Dependence on temperature of the quantum
yield of a model photosensitized reaction
involving endoergic triplet energy trans-
fer (for parameters, see text).
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envisioned. This shift in wavelength to the red corres-
ponds to an Increase in fraction of total solar energy
absorbed from 17 to 33% (50). The potential benefits
in exploiting the elevated temperatures of solar col-
lectors by using solar energy which is not absorbed by
photochemical components but which heats the photoactive
medium are largely unexplored. The sensitized organic
isomerizatlons will provide an important test of perfor-
mance and solar spectral response due to a fortunate
coincidence of properties which include the suitability
of long lived dye triplets for photosensitization, the
desirability of high concentrations of substrate (for
high volumetric storage capacity), and the persistence
of photoproducts at well above ambient temperatures.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT
We thank the Department of Energy, Division of Basic

Energy Sciences, and -the Office of Naval Research for
support of our work.

REFERENCES

(1) F. Daniels, “Direct Use of the Sun’s Energy,” Ya le
University Press, New Haven (1964).

• (2) J.A. Duffie and W.A. Beckman, “Solar Energy Thermal
Processes,” John-Wiley and Sons, New York, 1974.

(3) 14. Telkes, ASHRAE J., 38 (1974).

(4) l.A. Chubb, Solar Energy, 17, 129 (1975).

(5) W.H.F. Sasse, in “Solar Power and Fuels,” J.R. Bolton,
Ed., New York, 1977.

(6) G. Jones, II, T.E. Reinhardt, and W.R. Bergmark,
Solar Energy, 20, 241 (1978).

(7) G. Jones, II, S.—H. Chiang , and P.1. Xuan , J. Photo—
chem., in press.

(8) T. Laird, Chem. and md. ,  186 (1978).

~

—-- ~~~~ -- -- -~~~~~-- - - ~~~- - -~~~~-•—- • ——



-
-

~~~~--~~~~~
-— - •- - ———•---- --- • — __ __•..) •_•_

25

(9) S.G. Talbert, D.H. Friesling , J.A. Eibling and
R.A. Nathan, Solar Energy, 17, 367 (1975).

(10) R.R. Hautala , J. Little, and E.M. Sweet , Solar
Energy, 19, 503 (1977).

(11) K.B. Wiberg and H.A. Connon, J. Am. Chem. Soc., 98,
5411 (1976).

(12) A.J.G. Barwise, A.A. Gorman, R.L. Leyland,
-t P.G. Smith, and M.A.J. Rogers , J. Am. Chem. Soc.,

100, 1814 (1978).

(13) G. Kaupp and H. Prinzbach, Helv. Chim. Acta, 52,
956 (1969).

(14) D.S. Kabakoff , J.-C. G. Bunz li , J.R.M. 0th,
W .8. Hammond, and J.A. Berson, J. Am. Chem. Soc.,
97, 1510 (1975).

(15) J.F. Liebman and A. Greenburg, Chem. Rev., 76, 311
(1976). -

(16) H.E. Zimmerman, Accounts Chem. Res., 4, 272 (1971).

(17) K.C. Bishop, III , Chem. Rev., 76, 461 (1976).

(18) V. Balzani, 1. Moggi , M.F. Manfrin , F. Bolletta, and
-

• G.S. Laurence, Coord. Chem. Rev ., 15, 321 (1975).

(19) B. Carlsson and G. Wettermark, Solar Energy, 21, 87
(1978).

(20) G. Jones, II and B.R. Ramachandran , J. Org. Chem.,
— 41, 798 (1976).

(21) G. Jones, II and L.J. Turbini , J. Org. Chem., 41,
2362 (1976).

(22) R.E. Schwerzel , R.J. Bartlett, J.R. Kelly,
N.E. Lostennan, R.A. Nathan, B.E. Sherwood,
G.H. Stickford , and R.E. Wyant, 2nd International
Conference on the Photochemica l Conversion and Storage
of Solar Energy, Cambridge, England , August 10-12,

— 1978, abstract 1.2.

L~~i - •~~~~~~~~~~~~~ ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~



-~ -- —--
~~~~~~ -~~~ 

- • .. - - -: ~-

26

- 

- - (23) T. Mukai and V. Yamashita, Tetrahedron Lett., 357
(1978).

(24) D.P. Fisher, V. Plermattie, and J.C. Dabrowiak,
J. Am. Chem. Soc., 99, 2811 (1977).

(25) D.P. Schwendiman and C. Kutal , J. Am. Chem. Soc.,
99, 5677 (1977).

(26) P. Grutsch and C. Kutal , J. Am. Chem. Soc., 99,
6460 (1977).

(27) R.B. King and E.M. Sweet, J. Org. Chem., in press.

(28) R.J. Card and D.C. Neckers, J. Org. Chem ., 43,
2958 (1978).

(29) G. Jones, II and BR. Ramachandran, J. Photochem.,
5, 341 (1976).

(30) W.R. Bergmark, G. Jones, II, I.E. Reinhardt. and
-

• A.M. Halpern, J. Am. Chem. Soc., 100, 6665 (1978).

(31) A.W. Adamson, A. Vogler, H. Kunklely, and R. Wachter,
J. Mi. Chein. Soc., 100, 1298 (1978).

(32) M.S. Gordon and W.R. Ware, Ed., “The Exciplex,”
Academic Press , New York, 1975.

(33) H. Beens and A. Weller, in “Organic Molecular Photo-
physics,” vol 2, J.B. Birks, Ed., John Wiley and
Sons, New York, 1975. •

(34) B.S. Solomon, C. Steel, and A. Weller, Chem. Coninun.,
927 (1969).

(35) S. Murov and G.S. Hammond, J. Phys. Chem., 72, 3797
(1968).

(36) 5.1. Murov, L.—S. Yu, L.P. Giering , J. Am. Chein.
Soc., 95, 4239 (1973).

(37) G.N. Taylor, Zeitschrift fur Physikallscher Chemie
Neue Folge, 101, 237 (1976).

_ _ _ _



27

(38) S.L. Murov, R.S. Cole, and G.S. Hammond, J. Am.
Chem. Soc., 90, 2957 (1968).

(39) R.S. Cooke and G.S. Hamond, J. Am. Chem. Soc., 90,
2958 (1968).

(40) R. Hoffman, Accounts Chem. Res., 4, 1 (1971).

(41) D. Rehm and A. Weller, Israel J. Chem ., 8, 259
(1970).

(42) 1. Majima, C. Pac, A. Nakasone, and H. Sakurai ,
J.C.S. Chem. Comm., 490 (1978).

(43) G.S. Hammond, P. Wyatt, C.D. DeBoer, and N.J. Turro,
J. Am. Chem. Soc., 86, 2532 (1964).

(44) K. Sandros, Acta Chem. Scand ., 13, 2355 (1964).

(45) W.G. Herstroeter, J. Am. Chem. Soc., 97, 4161 (1975).

(47) N. Berger, E. McAlpine , and C. Steel, J. Am. Chem.
Soc., 100, 5147 (1978).

(48) N.A. Borisevich, V.V. Gruzinski , and A.A. Kotov,
Izv. Akad. Nauk SSSR, Ser. Fiz., 34, 490 (1970).

- - (49) W.G. Herkstroeter and G.S. Haninond, J. Am. Chem. Soc.,
88, 4769 (1966).

(50) F.A. Brooks and W. Miller, in “Introduction to the
Utilization of Solar Energy,” Ed., A.M. Zarein,
McGraw-Hill Book Company, Inc., New York, 1963,
chap 3.

- ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
.- 

~-— ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ ~~ —~~~~~—--~~~~~~~~~~ - - - -~ •-~~ ~~~~~~ - . - - - -~~~ -- •-



TECHNICAL REPORT DISTRIBUTION LIST 
. 

-

•

No. Copies No. Copie~
Office of Naval Research Defense Documentat ion Center

- 

~ Arlington, Virginia 22217 Building 5, Cameron Station
— 

Attn: Code 472 2 Alexandria, VirgInia 22314 12

Office of Naval Research • U.S. Amy Research Office
Arl ington, Virginia 22217 • P.O. Box 12211
Attn: Code 1021P 1 6 Research Triangle Park, NC. 27709

- 
Attn: CRD-AA-IP

ONR Branch Office
536 S. Clark Street Naval Ocean Systems Center
Chicago, IllinoIs 60605 San Diego, California 92152
Attn: Dr. Jerry Smith 1 Attn: Mr. Joe McCartney
ONR Branch Office
715 Broadway
New York, New York 10003 Naval Weapons Center

- ; Attn: Scientific Dept. 1 China lake, CalifornIa 93555
Attn: Head, Chemistry Division

ONR Branch Office
1030 East Green Street Naval Civil Engineering Laboratory
Pasadena, California 91106 Port Hueneme, California 93041
Attn: Dr. R. J. Marcus 1 Attn: Mr. W. S. Haynes

ONR Branch Office Professor 0. Heinz
760 Market Street, Rm. 447 Department of Physics & Chemistry
San Francisco, CalifornIa 94102 Naval Postgraduate School

• • Attn: Dr. P. A. Miller 1 Monterey, California 93940

ONR Branch Office Dr. A. 1. Slafkosky
495 Summer Street • Scientific Advisor

• - Boston, Massachusetts 02210 Commandant of the Marine Corps (Code RD-1
- Atth: Dr. 1. H. Peebles 1 Washington, D.C. 20380

Director, Naval Research Laboratory Office of Naval Research 
-

Washington, D.C. 20390 Arlington, Virginia 22217
• Atth: Code 6100 

• 

1 Atth: Dr. Richard S. Miller

The Asst. Secretary of the Navy (R&D)
Department of the Navy
Room 4E736, Pentagon
Washington, D.C. 20350 - 1 -

Commander, Naval Air Systems Command
Department of the Navy
Washington, D.C. 20360
Attn: Code 310C (H. Rosenwasser) 1 

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ _ _ _ _ _



~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
_ - ,rT

~~~~- .-~~~~
_ 
T r ~~~

-
~~~~~~

- - 
TECHNICAL REPORT DISTRIBUTION LIST

No. Copies 
______

Dr. N. A. El-Sayed - Dr. G. B. Schuster
University of California University of Illinois
Department of Chemistry Chemistry Department
Los Angeles, California 90024 1 - Urbana, IllinoIs 61801

Dr. M. W. Windsor - Dr. E. N. Eyring
Washington State University University of Utah
Department of Chemistry - Department of Chemistry
Pullman, WashIngton 99163 - - 1 Salt Lake City, Utah ij ’

Dr. F. R. Bernstein Dr~ A. AdamsonColorado State University University of Southern California
Department of Chemistry Department of Chemistry
Fort Collins, Colorado 80521 1 Los Angeles, California 90007

Dr. C. A. Heller Dr. N. S. Wrighton
Naval Weapons Center Massachusetts Institute of Technology
Code 6059 Department of Chemistry~China Lake, California 93555 1 Cambridge, Massachusetts 02139 1 

• -

-

Dr. ~~. H. Chishoim Dr. N. Rauhut
Princeton University American Cyanamid Company
Department of Chemistry Chemical Research Division
Princeton, New Jersey 08540 1 Bound Brook, New Jersey 08805

Dr. J. P. MacDonald 
-

Naval Research Laboratory •

• Chemistry Division
Code 6110
Washington, D.C. 20375 1

_ _ _


